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Mr. Speaker, because we want to en-
courage people, and we want to not ex-
pose them to danger or intimidation—
including from the most powerful per-
son on Earth, the President of the
United States—or retaliation. Yet we
continue to hear: Tell us who the whis-
tleblower is. Let us throw the whistle-
blower into the lion’s den.

In fact, of course, what we do know is
the whistleblower, the information
that was brought forward, A, led to the
release of funds to the Ukrainians just
shortly thereafter and, in addition, has
led to substantive testimony corrobo-
rating the information that the whis-
tleblower either saw or heard.

If you see something, say something.

It is irresponsible, it is wrong, and, in
fact, in almost every jurisdiction, there
are criminal penalties for threatening
a witness, for impeding justice.

So, Mr. Speaker, when people say,
“Show me the whistleblower,” what
they are doing is not only trying to in-
timidate that whistleblower, they are
trying to intimidate every other whis-
tleblower who might deign to come for-
ward because they saw something or
heard something.

I would hope all of my colleagues
would think to themselves: Why do we
have a whistleblower statute?

I represent 62,000 Federal employees,
and, very frankly, I want them to have
the confidence to come forward if they
see wrongdoing in the Federal Govern-
ment, even if it is about the President
of the United States, and even if the
President of the United States wants
to make an analogy to a capital of-
fense—despicable—undermining the
very essence of why the Congress of the
United States enacted a whistleblower
statute and the essence of why police
departments all over the United States
have anonymous tip lines and why al-
most every State has a statute which
imposes a criminal penalty for the in-
timidation of witnesses.

We are a nation of laws, not of men.
We are proud of that. But if we are to
be a nation whose top leaders try to in-
timidate those who would come for-
ward if they see something or hear
something and they say something,
then we will be a lesser nation, less fo-
cused on a nation of laws.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope that Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle, political
pundits, commentators, and, yes, the
President of the United States would
cease and desist from trying to intimi-
date this whistleblower and all of those
who may be whistleblowers.

The intent of that legislation, the in-
tent of those protections, the intent of
witness protection statutes and intimi-
dation of witnesses is so that we will
get at the truth and that our govern-
ment of the people, by the people, and
for the people will be more honest, will
be more safe, will be more just.

————
TRACED ACT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentleman from
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North Carolina (Mr. BuDD) for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to discuss an issue that has afflicted
nearly every American, including me,
and it is the influx of annoying and de-
ceptive robocalls. These seemingly end-
less automated calls disrupt every part
of our daily lives, constitute a serious
form of harassment, and expose mil-
lions of Americans to dangerous finan-
cial scams.

A prime example of the insidious na-
ture of these calls occurred last year in
New York when scammers pretended to
be from the Chinese consulate and de-
manded money from people with what
they considered to be Chinese-sounding
last names. As a result, 21 Chinese im-
migrants lost a total of $2.5 million.

In another instance, scammers at-
tempted to phish personal information
by calling people and threatening them
with fines unless they signed up for
health insurance.

These incidences are financially dev-
astating and are happening to far too
many people across our country. If
there is one thing Republicans and
Democrats should be able to agree on is
that Congress can no longer sit back
and ignore this problem. Our efforts
must be focused on adding teeth to the
Federal Government’s ability to detect
and punish individuals and organiza-
tions that abuse automated dialing
technology.

With that in mind, I am proud to be
a cosponsor of the TRACED Act, intro-
duced by my friend, DAVID KUSTOFF.
This legislation expands the penalties
and the timeframes under which the
Federal Communications Commission
can identify robocallers and pursue
civil action. This is entirely bipartisan,
and it passed the Senate, last May, 97—
1.

Under the TRACED Act, the FCC will
be able to impose fines of up to $10,000
for each individual scam call. Cur-
rently, telemarketing scammers face a
maximum fine of only $1,500. I am con-
fident that increasing the maximum
penalty up to $10,000 will deter many
scammers by making the cost of get-
ting caught simply too expensive.

To make these harsher penalties the
norm and not the exception, the FCC
needs to be given more time to find the
perpetrators of illegal robocalls. If the
TRACED Act becomes law, the period
in which the source of a robocall can be
investigated and found liable will be
tripled from 1 year to 3 years.

This important provision will work
in lockstep with the increased fines.
The FCC has told Congress that ex-
tending the statute of limitations in
this way would improve the Commis-
sion’s enforcement efforts.

During my time in office, I have
heard frustration from countless con-
stituents on this issue. Robocalls fre-
quently interrupt our daily lives, ring-
ing our phones during important work-
hours, and distracting us from time
spent at home with our families.

The TRACED Act is an important bi-
partisan bill that is supported by attor-
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neys general in all 50 States, along
with FCC Chairman Ajit Pai.

As scammers adjust the way they
perpetrate fraud on the American peo-
ple, it seems like common sense that
our laws should be updated to fight
back. No matter which side of the aisle
we find ourselves on, we should all be
able to agree that it is time for these
illegal robocalls to be stopped once and
for all.

——
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HONORING THE LIFE OF
THADDEUS SEYMOUR, SR.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from
Florida (Mrs. MURPHY) for 5 minutes.

Mrs. MURPHY of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to honor Thaddeus Seymour,
Sr., who passed away recently at the
age of 91.

In the obituary that appeared in our
local, hometown paper, the Orlando
Sentinel, Thad was described by one of
his many admirers as a community
treasure, and I think that sums up his
life and legacy perfectly.

Thad moved with his beloved wife,
Polly, and their children to the Or-
lando area over 40 years ago when Thad
was named the 12th president of Rol-
lins College, where 1 had the privilege
to teach before being elected to Con-
gress.

Thad served for a dozen years as the
president of Rollins, from 1978 to 1990,
and although he had long left by the
time I arrived, his name was spoken on
campus with respect and affection.

Thad was recognized as a popular and
effective leader of the institution, help-
ing make this gem of a school shine
even brighter.

One decision Thad made during his
tenure may seem modest, but it was
meaningful to people who know Rollins
best. In the 1950s, one of Thad’s prede-
cessors established Fox Day. Each
spring, as finals loomed and on a day
considered too beautiful to sit in a
classroom, the school’s president would
cancel classes and provide students
with a surprise day off.

The tradition was ended during the
Vietnam war, but Thad brought it
back. As Thad would recall years later:
“The world had grown so grim, I
thought we needed to cheer ourselves
up.” It is a choice that underscores
both Thad’s love of life and his belief
that, at core, a college should be a
close-knit community where young
men and women live together; learn to-
gether; and, in many cases, become
lifelong friends. Because Fox Day
helped foster a sense of community and
shared experience, Thad believed it
mattered.

Thad left Rollins in 1990, but he never
left central Florida, and he never
stopped caring about our community.
In fact, he literally helped build it, co-
founding a chapter of Habitat for Hu-
manity in Winter Park and in
Maitland.
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